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th; © 
nunquam infinuar vel minimam diſcrepantiam\ inter diem & diem 


'* ©. 'nequeinter dies & cibos. 


plius facete quam fecerunt,vtnos Chriſtian ſcicemnas, none fle rel 


e'ca velporus (dies vel locus)ſediuſtitia,& gaudium per S vicitfl ſan- 
&um;Rom:14 17, EE 


"TY, Prioris ſententia confutatio. | . .= : _ 
+ Chriſtam przcepiſle obſcruationem diei Dominici, inde coll'gi. 
eur,quod in i!lo apparnit Diſcipulis,milir Spicitum ſanQum &c, Re- 
| ſpon. Hac eſt adeofriuolum,yc indignum prorſus fic ,cutreſpondea-i 
 ” tur. Chriſtusita dixit, vel nonfidixit;cur rericerent Eyangelifte 2Si 
 non;quiscredacvoluiſle,vt diesillc ſanRificerur? by L 
.or-. Apoſtolos prezcepiſſe abſcruationem diei Daminice, colligitur ex- 
 col- jllis contexrib?,:.Cor.16 .AR.20.Reu.r.Reſpon.Uilicontextus nildo- 
mA cent amplius,quam quod ſupra ſcriprum eſt;nimicum; Diem Domt- 
* nicumcepiſſe tunctemporis haberi celebrem , 8 ab Apoſtolis faiſſe' 
"das, Morem illum conueniendiin hocdiecomprobarum, ' 0 


z fd him:8$.n0n addir ſenſu ſus cerebro,ſicurilic facir,qui dicir, C hri- 
a ſtum vel Apoſtolos przcepiſſe obſeruationen) diei Dominici, yerba- 
_ edim facre{criptatt non coninenthunc ſenſum;vrcuinispater,Ob- 


ſ/s precepilſle. Reſpon.Imozincertiflime:pauci enimdoCti hoc colligar, 
' Oporter eum,quiylus valtcredi, quam verbaſacre Scripture in (6 


= 


m, dar ſenſu m alienum,ramen aliquo modo ſeporericexcuſare Ipnoran- 


#9795 (ed proculdubio tenebirucarrogantiz intolerabilis,vequiprofirearur' 
—_— Ffeire mentem Dominiviers gui | tre: N 
is bis {15m ey eo Dei verborum laboraſſe penuria, velilorum 
faiſſe parcum» £7. 51 
Dies Dominieus a nobis celebrandus eft jiuxta morem Eccleſiepri- 
tiuz & conſtirutioneshuiusEccleſiz Anglicane : (ed abeſle debet4 
Chriſtianis ſuperſtiriola dierum obſeruario;que vrablir,faxic 
' Deus,cuihonor & gloria inſeculaſecy- 


lorum. Amen. 


Inf 
ad .$ 
$1. 


gionem in dicrum obſeruatione collocaridam' Non eſt regnum Dei | 


Interpres acre (cripturz dart ſenſum illius,ficut ilifecerunt , 'Ne-: 


»erbe. ict,” Tamen ex yerbis cetto colligirur , Chritum vel Apoſtolosita*- 
jwe- continent,certiflimur efſe,quod fir vitra omnem contradiQtionem 
, Velt quis mihi dicaeFdbieft ignis,cgo addam vleerius,ibieſt calor.Qai / 
ſacrss tia: qui vero addit ſerſum £ſaocerebro non poteric ita ſe excuſate, ' 


quamipſivs verbaindicatit. Nemo no- 


1 anno ory rien Chriſtus& Apoſtoli a/iquid potucrant.am- hr 
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| Proue all things , hold faſt that which is 
good: 1 Thef, 5-21, 


F'or the fruit of the Spirit is in all goodneſſe, 
and righteouſneſſe, and truth, prouing what is dc- 
ceptable (0 the rord; Epbeſ 5:9-10, 


Holy Pather ,Santlify them through thy truth: 
Thy word is truth, Job 17-17, 


Era Se 


FOLOTFOFQFa: 


p 7 NN 


- 


+ 


ZQHONONOILQ: 


Theſe faults I gefire the reader to amend before 
he read the booke, 


P AGE 9g. line 10.1eaue out and, p, 25. 1.13, read conſecration , for, pay- 
ticipation,p.27.1.17, Y .not of the,for, not the, pag:28.1.2.r. commande- 
ment, for commandements, l.7.vead Gods command, f. God commandy, p, 29. 
L.26-read greater, for, great,p.39.1.3.7, per accidens, for, per accidence, l.1 5. 
1.thereof, for, thereon,p. 32.1. 4.1 ſervant, for, ſeruants, p.30.{,21.r, reſpefled, 
ſorgexpreſſed, l.29.r.im the Sabaotb,for, in Sabaotbyp.q42.1.5 r. ofthe c omman- 
dem:nt,for, of commandent,p.47.1.14.r.ther, for there;p.5 4.1. 7.r. barueſt, for, 
beauineſſe: p.68.1.r.,perpetaall, for, perpetually,p 79. figure 9.7,volly,forually , 
f.81, M* Brerewsods text ſhould be continued, p.g0.r,ſhorr,for ſhordyp. 91. 
r.for a great part, for, of a great profit,p.91.1.23 . 7. who,for whoſe,p.94. (fer) 
ſhould be out, ib,the,for, your,p.9 5.4he gap at (appointment) ſhould not be,nor 
any point, | 


Many miſpointings, and leſſer faults there are, by the darkeneſlc 
of rhe copy, and the overſ! ighr of the Printer, which the judicious 
reader maycafily coireR, 


"hn 
TREATISE OF. 


THE SABAOTH WRIT- 


TEN BY Mfr EDW ARD- 
BREREWOOD to M* 
NicnoOLas BYFIELD 

' preacher in Cheſter, 


IR I am but a ſtranger ynto The occaſion 

you, yetT am bold to trouble of this crea- 

you,becauſe you haue troubled © 

me,with as ſtrange an occaſion: 

There is a young man ( one 

Tohn Brerewood dwelling in 
aACAFBy A this Citty, but borne in that, 

whom his Father & Graundfather,when they leftthis 

World, leftvery young: And lefthe was cſpecial- 

| ly to my Care, who am his "0M That youth T pla- 


cod 


E-— A treatiſe of the Sabaoth, «+ 


ced here in Lonaomn, to ferue in condition of an ap- 
prenrice: and placed he is with a man of ſo good reli- 
- gion report & trade, that if I might haue picked him 
a maſter in the whole City , I thinke I ſhould haue 
choſennone before him, In this mans ſervice hee = 
hath ſpent two years and more, and {God ſhewing 
him, and in his bebalfe me alſo more mercy then ei- 
ther ofvs deſerued,) I began to receiue comfort of 
him after ſome ſorrow, that his former vatowardnes 
had cauſed, and to recouer good hope, after my for- 
mer doubt and fearc; but yet for all this, Gods good 
plcaſure it was toabate[this contentment of mine, 
 andby the youths new follies, to bring me into new 
perplexities, for being not -,. ſince fent ro CheFery 
about his Maſters buſineſſe, he returned againe ſo 
firangelyaltcred , that I haue feldome ſeene in ſo 
ſhorta time ſo great a change, For fo deieted he was 
in his countenance, ſo dull and wretchlefſe about his 
buſineſle, ſoalierated quite from his maſter , and fo 
obſtinately reſolued ( whether by faire means or by 
fowle) to forſake his ſeruicez that I was not fuller of 
 forrowto ſce himſo changed, then of wonder to i- 
magine how he became ſo. And yet the care and 
paines I rooke by the endeavour of my ſelfe and of 
' my friends to recouerand to reſettle him, was equall 
to both, and ſo much more they were, becauſe I la- 
boured to cure a diſeaſe, whereof I could not per- 
ceiuc the cauſe, For the pretences whichat firſt hee 
made ofthe vnableneſfle oft his body and toileſome. 
nes of his ſeruice, Iknow were but fained cxcuſes,or 
clſe 


A treatiſe of the Sabaoth. 0 


elſe eomplaints of lazineſſe,as being aſſured thatthere 
are 20000 in this City of lefle bones, that make noe- . 
bones of greater labour, But the true cauſe of all this 
diſtemper, tell out to beat lalt a caſe of conſcience 
(and iuil glad I was that the caſe proved no: worſe) 
then that he had ſuch feeling of conſcience, (for 1 
had imagined ſundry others)Jalthough itgrieued me 
not a little, to ſee his conſcience fo ſeduced, ayd the 
point that pricked him was this: his Maſter onthe 
Lords day ſenthim forch ſomerimes on arrands, as to 
bid gueſts, or ferch wine, giue his horſe provender 
(which laſt his Maſter remEbreth not thateuer he bad . 
him paſt once) or about ſome otherlight buſineſle. 
& he was inſtructed ſheſaid)thatto doe theſe things 
or any other worke on the Sabaoth day , although ic 
were ſuch work as might lawfully be done on another 
day; andalthough he did it not of his owne diſpoſiti- 
on, but only in obedience to his Maſters command; 
yer was a finne and tranſgreſſion of Gods comman- 
dements touching the Sabaoth, and that he was not 
bound to yeeld, nay that hee ſinned againſt God in 
yeclding obedience tocuery ſuch commandement of 
his Maſters that day,which by the precept of almigh- 
ty God was wholcly preciſely confecratedeo reſt and 
the ſervice of God. To this effe (hetold me) he was 
_ infiructed when he was in Cheſter and that you S* 
were his chicte inſtruter , outof which doctrine he 
deduced (as naturall reaſon rightly taught himte 
doc) thathe ought inſuch cales to reie& the com- 
$oinmand of his Maſter andin no fort to performe 
Ka | it: 
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4 Atreati/eof the Sahaoth. 


it; which becauſe he could not doe without his ma- 
ſters great offence, and his owne affliQion.he ſaw no 
other courſe to be taken but to forlake his maſters ſer- 
vice,that ſo becomming his owne Maſter, he might - 
not be commanded to finne, againſt God : Which 
reſolution of the young mans being ſo peremptory, 
and obſtinate, as for a time T found it to be, it it mo- 


 uedmeboth to melancholy and anger who can in- 
ily blame me? For I ſaw notonlya poore youth {my 
neere kinſman)entangled with the conſcience of ano- 


ther mans ſinne,/it irbe ſinne)but withall his vtterru- 
ine for his condition in this VVorld hardly ventured, 
his Maſter wronged, his friends grieved, and my ſclte 
eſpecially indammaged, thatam in bond deepely in- 
gaped for him: and yerthis was not all that inwardly 
afflicted me, but ſome thing there was beſide thar 
might well ſtirre as patient an heart as mine to indig. 
nation; Namely becauſe I perceiued this doQtine of 
yours,(whereof this reſolution of his proceeded, and 
his ruine was likely to follow) neither to haue good 
beginning, nor likely to haue- good ending; but to 
beginne in ignorance and to end in {inne, to beginne 
in miſtaking the Law of God & toend inthe wicked 


_ diſobedience of ſeruams to their Maſters, & in the re- 


bellious contempt of the lawes of men, But for the 
tranſgreſhon of mens lawes by this doctrine, or the 
miſchiefes that may enſue of it, in thecomonwealth, 
I will not meddle: I will not cenſ{urethe one, nor di- 
vine of the other, youarea teacher of Gods word, 
within the compas of that word I will ſtay with you 
and 


A rreatiſe of the Sabaet h, M 
and by it,cxamine with your patience; whether this 
trame of your doQtrine be grounded on the rocke or 
onthe ſand; on the firme rocke of Gads law,” or-on 
the fickle ſand of your owne: fantaſie miſunderftand- 
ing thelaw, and ſo whether it tend tothe edification 
or ruine of the Church; For rouching the comman= 
ding ofthe Sabaoth, (vypon whichÞ averre: this:do+ 
arine of yours cannot be grounded)layitbetoreyou 


oz EH \ 
and conſider it well. And tell me ro whom'is the The com- 
charge of ſeruants ceaſing from worke on the Sa- mandemenc 


baoth day giuenf Is it tothe ſeruants themſclues or 


not gignen to 
ſervants bur 


to their Maſters? It is giuen of ſeruanes I confeſle;their their Maſters, 


worke is the matter of the commandement; But I 
demand whether it be ginen & impoſed. to the ſer- 
uants themlſelues, or to the Maſters wheſe: fernants 
they are? For if the commandement benot-gmen;to 
them, then doe not they tranſgrefle the commande- 
ments, if by their Maſters they beſet to'rworke, but 
the Maſters ro whom the law was ginen, that the fer- 
, vant ſhould not worke, & conſequently the finne"is 
their Maſters and nor theirs: ſo it the law be nor 'im- 
poſed to theni, then it requireth no: obedience; of 
them, [t obligeth them'not, therefore- is-neither the 
cranſgrefſion of it any finhe'tothem,butonly'rothoſe: 
to whom it was giuen as alaw.Forthebeter clcer-' 
ing of which point let me aske you aqueltion or two. 
of other commandements, that for their forme are pa- 
ralell to this, and whereof: you haye no prenidice. 
God commanded the Ifrachteg that! noi iranger 
ſhould cate ofthe paſchall lambe z ; againe that no 

B 3 Ammo- 


6 


treatiſe of the Sebavth. 
_Avmonite nor Moabite ſhould cnter into the con- 
gregation of the Lord, to the tenth generation. 


' Good Sirtell me did theftranger ſinne it hee eat of 


the paſſcouer being tuppoſed invited?Or did the Am- 
monites or Moabites (in it they came intro the con- 
grceation being admirted? Did the ſtranger ( I ſay,) 
and the Ammonites aud the Moabites, in theſe caſes 
fin, of whom the commandements were ginen, or 
the 1frae{zre4ro whom the commandements were gi- 
en touching them; no bur it 1s clearely the Lords 
meaning thatthe fya:/rtes ſhould nor admit of any 


| gentile ro the participation of the Paſſeouer, nor re- 


cciue the Ammonites aud IHoabites into the con. 
grepation ofthe Lord: Ler me aske you one queſtion 


 more,ofacaſe rhar hath fallen in my remembrance: 


A precept comes out from the Prince, That every 
Circizen in Lendon ſhall on ſuch a day keepe his 
feruants within doores and not ſuffer them to goe a: 
broad. ifnot withi{tanding that precepr, ſome Ma- 
ſer ſends forth his ſeruant about his buſineſle, doth 
the ſeruant tranſgrefſe the Princes commandement 
by obeying his maſters: Or ought heby pretence of 
thar preceptto difobey his Maſter and negle& his. 
charge? [r isplaine he doth che former and therefore 
he ought norte doethe latter, For the commande- 
ment was giuen to his maſter not to him, and the 
purpoſe of it was to reſttaine his Maſter from com- 


| wanding fuch ſcruice and nvt to reſtraine the ſeruant 


from obeying his Maſter if it were commanded: there 
«& apparent that rhe obligations of commande- 
*} menes. 


Atretiſeof the havth, 0 = 7 


ments pertaineth to them to whom they are preſcri- 
bed as rules, and nat ta them of wham ogly(as being 
che matter of the precept) they are preſcribed, 

' Now that that clauſe of the Commandement 
touching ſeruants was not given tothe ſexuantsthem 
(clues, but ro their Maſters, in whole pawer and dif- 
politionthey are, the text and tenourafthe com- 
mandement doth clcarly importz for marks it well 
and anſwere mezto whom. is this ſpeech.” directed ? 
Neither thy ſoune nor thy dawg 
worke on the Sabaoth day: is it not tothe Parents? 
For can this manner of ſpeech ( #hy fonne thy daugh- 
cer) be rightly direted co any other then the parcat, 
and is not by the ſame reaſoa the clauſe that next fol- 
loweth, (neither ſhall thy max ſeruant nor thy maid- 
{cruant doe any worke on the Sabaoth gay) directed 
to the, Maſters of ſuch {&ruants ? Seging that phraſe 
ot ipeech (thy wan ſer vat thy maid/eruant ) cannat 
rightly be vſed to any ather? Itis therefore as cleare 
45 the Sunne, cuen to meane vnderſtandings,Cit they 
- willgiue but meane attendance, to the tenqur of 
Gods commandements, rather then the taud inter- 
pretations and deprauations of menJchatthat clauſe 
of the commandement touching ſeruants ceſlation 
from working on the Sabaoth, isnot giuento fcr- 
uants Runs, 1k but to their Maſters cancerning 
them. Or if to any darke vnderſtanding, which ſome 
2rofſe cloud may ouerſhadow, this ſeeme not cleere 
enough, the declaration yet of Moſes himſelfe rouch- 


ing the commandement, will make it ſo: of Hoſes 
[ 


hier, ſhall doeany 


Ex0d.24.v 18. 
Ex0d.33.9,11, 


J 


8 A treatiſe of the Sabavth: 
Tay, who canneither be ſuſpe&ted of ignorance, as 
having beene withthe Lord 40 daies together in the 
Mounraine when he receiued the tables of the com- 
mandements:&with who the Lord talked familiarly, 
as'a man doth with his friend: nor yet of corupti- 
on as being by the Lotds-mouth pronounced faith- 
tull in all his houfe: he therefore in the 5 of Deuter, 
14. (which is only the place of Scripture, beſides the 
20 of Ex9das, where all rhe branches of that com- 


mandement are repeated) after the ſeucrall-prohibiti- 


ons touching the workes of ſonnes, ſcruants, cattell, 
&c. adderh this Eptphonema: That thy man ſervant- 
and thy maid ſeruant may reft 45 well as thou: Itis to 
this (thos) therefore ro whom this charge is dite- 
ced that the ſeruants ſhould reſt vpon' the Sabaoth; 
who can be conceiued to be no other then the maſter 
of thoſe ſeruants, which yet moreouer the reaſon oi 
that commandement/rouching ſeruants reſt immedi- 
atly added) will better cleare from all exception; for 
remember ({aith M4cſes)that thyſelfe wait a ſeruant in 
the land of Afgypt,\and the Lordthy God bronght 
thee out thence with a mizhty hand, and an out ſiret- 
ched arme: Therefore the Lord thy God hath comman- 
acd thee t6 make a dayof reſt, for to whom was that 

tpoken, remember that thy ſelfe waſft a ſernant in the 
land of eAgypt, but to them that had beene ſeryants, 
and now wete not ſeruants? Or to what intent and 
purpoſe is that (remember) brought in ? remember 
thatthy ſelfe waſta ſeruant, but tomoue compaſſion 

#mhem towards their owne ſervants,and allow them 
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A treatife of the Sabavth, 9 


a time of reſt}, having themſelues felt the burthen and 
affliction of ſeruants in- eAZgypr, and remembring 
how glad they would haue beene of fome remiſſion; 
but if the commandement of reſt had beene direly 
and immediatly giuen to ſeruants themſelues, what 
neededany perſwaſion to that effect? Would not 
ſeruants, over ſet and wearied with fix daics toile,, be 
of themſelues glad to reſt on the ſeauenth? Or wou'd 
they be ſo hot ſet on worke,whereby yet they gained 
nothing, bue their labour for ir paines, / and the 
profit being another mans, that the commandement 
of God could notreſtraine them, but they needed al. 
{o to be perſwaded? Or if perſwafion had beene 
needful, were this a convenient perſivaſion to vic to 
ſcruants? Remember that thow wait a ſervant in the 
land of eAig ypt: which euen now, when they were 
ut the land of eAZgypt were feruants? And (to pro. 
ccede with thetext) what other importance hath 
that other reaſon, which immediatly followerh-And 
(remember that the Lord thy God hath brought thee 
thence) out of <Agypt with a mighty hand ana ont- 
trets hed arme.Therefore the Lora thy God hath com- 
manaed thee to make a deyof re. Hath it any other 
but to declare that the Lord who had redeemed 
them from their continuall ſlaueries, hath iuſtritle & 
rightto impoſe onthem the commandement of the 
Sabavth tor their ſervants reſt; importing as much, as 
ifhehad-ſaid, alrhough of thy ſelte: thou ſhouldeſt 
haue compaſſion of thy ſeruant and allow him reſt, 
Remembring that thy ſelfe waſta ſeruant inthe land 
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Deur.$.15. 


perty of Maſters and gouernors: wher 
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of Megypr, yetart thou more effeually obliged to 
do: ir,becauſe the Lord hath commanded thee.(The 
Lord) that brought thee out of thraldome and vnceſ- 
fant labours in eAfgy/7, and therefore hath reaſon to 
command one daiesreſt, in a weekes revolution 
(Thee) thatby his redeeming hand are ſet at liberty 
from that labour and ſ{cruitude. Where marke againe 
that the Lord is ſaid to haue commanded them, who 
alittle before were ſaid to be ſeruants in &/fgypr and 
by his goodnefle were freed from that flauery;which 
reaſon could not be intended or directed to them, 
which ſtill remained in ſervieude. Ir is cleare there- 
fore that all this perſwaſion of 24s for ſervants re- 


Ning on the Sabaoth,was nor directed to the ſeruants 


themſelues, who to take their caſe on the Sabaoth nee- 
dedneither to be commanded nor intreated (licence 
would ſerue their turne)but to the maſters whoſe de- 
ſireofgaine, by the ſeruants labour might ſtand be- 
twixt the Sebaoth and the ſeruants reſt: and to make 
an end with the text, with the laſt wordes of it: whar 
is it, that the Lord for theſe reaſons commandedowas 
it barely to keepe & ebſerue the Sabavth,as it is in the 
vulgar Engliſh, L atene and Greeketranſlations? No 
they are allſhorr, it is Wv-Mx& nPywyS naw) that” 
i ro make a day of reſt, Now to make it to be ſo, im- 
porteth not only to obſcrue ithimſelfe, but ro cauſe 
others alſo to obſerue tr, which is — the pro- 
0 


re ſeeing 
oth the commandemenrt touching ſeruants ret 


fromlabour on the Sabavth day and reaſons added, 


by 
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by Moſes to perlwade that point, (and draw their 
mindes to obſequiouſneſle) are evidently directed to 
the Maſters and not (neither of both) to the ſeruants 
themſelues, I cakeit out of all queſtion as cleare as 
the Sunſhine at midday, that if feruants by their Ma» 
ſters command doe any worke on the Sabeorh the 
ſiane is not theirs, who as touching their bodily la- 
bour are meerely ſubiect to their Maſters power, but 
itis theirMaſters fin:for their fin it is that tranſgresthe 
law, They tranſgreſſethe law, who are obliged by 
it: they are obliged by it, to whomit was giuen and 
 117poied, and given it wasas I haue plentitully pro- 
_ uedonly to Maſters. | | 
Or if notwithſtanding all theſe euidences, you will 
ill contend that the prohibition touching bodily la- 
bour on the Sebaoth is direaly impoſed on the ſer- 
uants themſelues, ſee whether you bring not the Oxe 
and the Aﬀe and other cattle alſo vnder the obliga- 
tion ofthis commandement, whoſe worke is imme- 
- diatly after that offeruants prohibited, and preciſely 
vnder the ſame forme of words, whoſe labours yet 
on the Sabaoth I hope you will nor ſay to be in them 
ſinnes and tranſgreſſions of Gods law? Buras the la- 
bour of the beaſt is the finne and tranſgreſſion of the 
Maſter, to whom the commandement of the beats 
reſting from labour wasgiuen, fo is the labour of the 
{cruant alſo, which by the Maſters commandment 
he executed on that day {as being touching bodily 
ſeruice incident tomankinde in like. degree of ſubie- 
Qion) the Maſters finne, and not the ſeruants.For di- 
of ſtintion 
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ſtintion muſt be made berweene the matey and the 
forme (if to ſpeake in ſchoolemens tile offend you 


not) that is berweene the a&Zand the gw//t of finne, of 
which in this caſe. the a indecde, wherewith the 
commandement of the Sabaoth is violated is the ſcr- 
vants, but the crime and guiltineſſe is the Maſters 


that ſers hin on worke, for {ceing fin formally taken 


[S NO! bing ele but the tranſgreſſion of the law or vn- 
lawfulneſie (are as the Apoltle tearmeth it moſt 
properly & exaQly,even as guiltines 15 the obligation 
to puniſhment, for that ranſereſſion, [rt appe: reth ma- 
nieſtly, that his is the guiltineſle, v. hoſc the tranſgreſ- 
ſion 1,and his the tranſgreſhon, to wizom the law was 
preſcribe d as arule, & that is the Maſtcrs, ro whom 
1tis not only impoſed! that he himſelfe ſhould doe no 
workeonthat day as a particular man inthe firſt 
clauſe: Thou ſhalt ave no worke, but allo thatnone of 
his ſhould doe any as he is the Father or Maſter of 


a family, in thoſe clauſes that follow, Neither (hall 
| thy fonne nov thy d, aughter, nor manſeruant mor Mm41a- 


/ervant,ec. which latter point touching his keep ing 
of the $49:0th v4, as the gouernour of his houle, had 
notbetne {o well provided for, and regulated by the C 
law of God. iftheſe clauſes of thildrer and ſeruants 

ab{linence from labour on the Sabaoth, had beene aY 


UCn directly ro themſle! nes, and not to their g0- 


VErnours, 

But youwill reply perhaps that the commande- 
ment rouching ſeruants reft on the Sava0th, is giuen 
:0 their Maſters indecde , but not only to them, 
: 2, but 
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A Treatiſe of the Savaoth ; 
but to their ſeruants alſo. No fucn matter; for 
i{ it bez letthat appearc and fet downe the clauſe 
wherein it is manifeſtly expreſſed or neceſſarily im- 
plicd, that ſcruants are forbidden all I:bour on the 


_ Sabavth day, as ſervants I ſay touching matrer of ier- 


vice or labour impoled on them by their Matters, for 
that in thoſe workes which ſeruants doe on the Se- 
baoth day of themſclucs and not as procceding from 
their Maſters intunction,but from their owne election 
it is no Queſtion bur they tranſgreſle the commande- 
ment: but thoſe workes they doe nor as ſcruants,rhat 
is at anothers command. but as'in the condition of 


their {eruice, or favour of their Maſters they retaine 


ſme degree of liberty, and haueſome diſpoſition of 
themſclues permitted vnto them, ſo in that reſpe& 
fall into the claute of free men v2, the firſt clauſe of 
the commandement: Thou ſhalt ave xo worke; but to 
tcruants as ſeruants (in caſe they be commanded to 
worke) which is our queſtion , there isno clauſe of 
the commandement impoſed, 
Whereby may calily and clearly be diſcerned the 
difference betwixt the equity& wiſdoime of Almigh- 
ty God in the conſtitution of the law of the Sabaorh; 
obliging Parents, and Maſters and owners', for the 
children, & feruants and cattle that are mcerely vn- 
{crtheir powers; and the raſhnelle and iniquity of 
wrerched men interpreting the law as iminediatly & 
directly obliging the children & ſeruants themſclues: 
for (good Sir) conſiderit well, and tcll me whether 


it be more equal] to impoſe the law of ceaſing from 
| C3 worke 
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worke to the ſervants themlelues, or to their Maſters 
{1 whoſe power they are? Servants are not homrnes 
zaris ſut nor operum ſuorum aomini as Lawyers 
ſpeake; they are but their Maſters liuing inftruments 
E:rm apyare as Ariſtotle tearmeth them , they haue 
noe right or powerto diſpoſe of themſelnes,they can- 
notplay and workeat their owne pleaſure (for this 
is the condition of freemen, not of ſervants) bur arc 
meerely and intircly for bodily Jabourand ſeruicc 
voder the power & commandement of their Maſters 
and vnder their power for ſervice only: in ſuch fort as 
they can neither juſtly performe any labour, whic! 


ſters command, but are vnder their inforcement, and 
puniſhment alſo it they difobey, This [ ſay is the pro- 
perty and obligation of a ſervant, and that by rhe law 
of nations, which alloweth, and ever hath done, Ma- 
{ters over their ſervants (as the law of nature doth Pa- 
rents ouer their children) not only a direQine , but a 


Fl poſed on them which were atliberty, and had power 
| | to obey it,then on them which were vtrerly void and 
; deſtitute of that power, and liberty2VVhether in ſuch 


4 
+ correiue and coactiue power: So then TI pray you 
al | (tellme) whether the commandement touching the 
wh Sabaoth was not of common reaſon, rather to be im- 
| 


a caſe it were not more reaſonable to inioyne the 

-|,oithj Maſters that they ſhould not command, then ntoynec 

Fett the ſeruants not to obey, for the poore ſeruants if 
"210k heir Maſt d rhe ld huſe b 

their Maſters command them could not chuſe but 

worke, the law of nations bound ehcm vnto it, which 

: had 


their Maſters forbid, nor omit any which their Ma- 
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had put chem vader their Maſters power,and iniorce- 
ment: but the maſters might forbeare to command, 
rhere was no law, thatbound them to that, or inioy- 
ned them ro exact ought of their ſeruants, it was 
thereforemuch more agrecable both to the wiſdome 
and inſtice of Almighty God to impoſe the comman- 
dement rather on the Maſters then on the ſeruants, 
for thereby was preuented the diſobedience of ſer- 
vants to their Maſters, &the puniſhment chat might 
atrend on that, and the breach of the /aw of natzons, 


(ail which the other had occaſtoned)and yet the Ma- 


ters were in noe ſort wronged: for their ſervants rc- 
maiaed in their power, no leſle on the Sabaorh, then 
the other ſixe common daies,only the Lord did qua- 
lily, and determine the aR,or exccution of that pow. 
cr, on the Sabaoth day namely to command their ſer- 
vanes ceſſation from bodily labour & inſtead of char 
t9 exerciſe themlſclues in ſpirituall workes of ho/z- 
neſſe;itwas I ſay (to eſtabliſh the commandemenr 
in ſuch forme) more agreeable to the wiſdome, and 
jultice of Godzand was it not allo to his goodnefle, 
and compaſſon? For ſay that the commandement 
couching ſervants vacation was giuen to themſelues, 
not to their Maſters, ſhould not thereby poore fſer- 
vants {to whom every where elle the law of God ap- 
peareth milde and pittifull) be intangled with inex- 
tricable perplexity? For ſuppoſe his Maſter inioyne 
him ſome worke on the g4be0th day (couctous Mas 
ſters may ſoone doeit) eſpecially it they thinke that 
precepr touching their f{eruants ceſſation , not to 
touch: 
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ouch them) or elſe they may be ignorant of the Jaw. 

of God, (as Chri##1n5 and lewes, may happily feruc 
Pagans) Admir 1 ſay ſome Maſter commanils his \er- 
vant to worke on the Sabaorh, what ſhould the ſcr- 
vant doc, ſhould he worke? God hath forbidden 
him; ſhould he not worke? His Maſter hath comman- 
ded him:for the /aw of God is fer at ſtrife with the. 
law of nations, and that poore ſervantlike the Sailor 
betweene Sylla and Charybats, ſtandeth perplexed Gr 
afflicted in the midſt betweene'ftripes and finne : for 
he mult of neceſſity cither difobey Gods commande- 
ment, which is {inne; or his Maſters, which 1s atten- 
dcd with itripes- Befides it isabſurd that the law of 
God, ſhould reſtraine the ſeruant from obeying his 
Maſter, and yet not reſtraine the Maſter from com- 
manding his ſervant vnlawful rhings: As it is alfo 
another abſurdiry that chat day which by the 
law given was maniteſily intended to bring feruants 
releaſe, and remiſſion of their weckely toile;thould 
by the decree of the law it ſelfe aboue all other daics 
breede their greateſt perplexities : foraſmuch as a- 
boye all other daies (if their Maſters be not men that 
feare God) enforced they are there 1s no avoidance) 
to yenter cicher on ſinne or ſiripes,for entherGoad mult * 
he diſobeyed, and ſinne cleaueth to their ſoules, or 
their Maſters; and ſtripes [1ghr ypon their bodies, ei- 
ther they muſt obgy Ged, and be plagued by men, or 
ohey mey, and be condemned by God: youwill ſay it 
1s hertcr to obey Goathen ven; and worſe to diobey 
$1111 that can calt both body and (oule into hell, ou 
1M 
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him thatcan only for a time afflit the body:true,who 
doubts it? But that is notthe point I ſtand vpon; the 
pointi« how it agreeth withthe tender goodnefle, 
and compaſſion of Almighty God towards _ 
{ervants(whole condition 1s yet honeſt and lawfull)to 
plunge them into ſuch perplexities, as namely to im- 
pole on them a commandement, which they can net- 
ther keepe nor breake without a miſchiete and in- 
conveniercezneither keepe as the ſeruants of men nor 
breake as they are the ſervants of God: neither keepe 
without tharpe puniſhment; nor breake without hea- 
vy finne: all which incanglement of ſeruants, and ca- 
[unniation againſt borh the iuſtice and mercy of 
God, is clearly avoided, if the commandement be 
£1yen (as the tenour of it doth ſimply import) to the 
Maſters, and not to the ſervants; which I haue ſuffici- 
ently proued , both by the evidence of holy ſcrip- 
ture,ſoc to haue beene, and ; the evidence and in- 


forcement of reaſon, that it ſhould be ſo. And doth 
not the practiſe of holy gouernours regiſtred in the. 


Scriptures, declare, thatchey had the ſame vnder- 
tanding of the commandement?MNehemah,when he 
ſaw among the /ewes at /ermſalem the Sabgoth pro- 
phaned with treading of wine prefles, carrying of 
burthens, buying and ſelling, whomreproueth he for 
it? The ſeruants by whoſe imployment and labour 
theſe things were done, and the Sabaorh defiled? No 
but them vncer whoſe power the ſervants were, the 
rulers of 1udah; and what ralers? the Maziitrats one 
ly? Noe ſuch matter; but the freemen of 1udah , that 
ls 
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isro ſaythe Caſters of thoſe Servants: forfuch 
namely freemen) the word wy there ved doth pro- 
perly import, 110 Þ only the 1a2i/lrats or rulers of the 
commonrealth,for the ſeprua; pint which(being them 
Iclues Tewes) 1 hold, beſt kacw the property of their 
OWNe Jaguar; traiiflite WAN by the greeke word 
$A Trp whici word 1s pro! perly and diretly oppo- 
Icd wo /erpants: & cuery where almoſt in the old Te- 
ſiamenc where the hc brew word 2% is found 
(which is knowne, to ſent ity ly a freem 1a! 2) an; 11s trauſ- 
laced it the greeke $aer3epor, it i51n the cnal CTR, 
which is maniſc :ftly knowen to be tlic wid the 
hebrew 2533 but farre more vſuall in the Chaldie 
rongue, T hey were the fr ngendigbiaren then that by 
Nthe Mig were called to account,and reprooued,for 
the pr »phanation oithe CAS by hoſe ſeruile 14- 
bours which (no quettion) had becne executed *by 
their ſervants; but it the ſeruants by thoſe Jabours,had 
gtincpucs tranſoreſſed the commandement: had he 
not c lone kent to haue made them partakers of 
thgreproofe, who had bene partakers of the finne 
({eting the commandement of God lay equal! on 
both /Jand wiſely to; that if he cou!: {notreſiraine the 
malicrs from commanding, yer hee might reſtraine 
che ferua nts from obeying, and ſo hauetivo ſtrings to 
tisbow? This ehemtah did not (who vnderſtood 
well the commandement ) but rebukedithe freemen, 
or Maſters only, and onutted the ſervers; and yer, 
Gealt DP" wi not deny Lam ſure) both 1ſthy and 
Witt for had he done more wiſely thinke YOU tO Ie 
7 bukes 
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ke teruants for not reſting onthe Sabavth, that 
wou'd haue reſted with all their hearts.if they had not 
heene conſtrained to worke? Or had hee done morc 
ily to exa, i thar of the ſeruants which, ( for 
ought the t 2ppearcth) the commandement of God 
exaRed not yer 41 For what worke is it that 
men are forbidden of the Sabaoth? Is it not the ſame 
that is permited on the {ixe daies, their owne worke, 
Thon ſhalt ave all thy worke WoRS\2. & is it the ſer- 
S vantsworke where aboutasaſervant he is imployed, 
14t neither is vndertaken of himſelte, nor for kim- 
clic? thatneither beginneth nor endet! in himſelfe, 


UK beginneth in his Maſters command, and endeth 


= mecrely inhis Maſters profitzand from beginning to 
_ 1d is performed in his Maſters feare? Ir is manifeſt 
f cds th 1c accompt of God, it is not; tor God be- 
holdeth the hearr, and that is a mans owne worke 
with him, thatproceedeth from his owne will, And 
fa therefore in Iſaiah: it is the will that is forvidden, a- 
N bout the prophaning of the Sabaoth, that which in 
the law was JaPR>M th iy WOrke isthere JrD2 thy 
will and thatmoſt iuſtly, forthe will it felfe j1- 
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deede is the proper ſeat and ſubie& of finne, which 


7 js nually is nothing elſe, but the inordinate, or vn- 
| rulycleQion, or ceſolution of the will varying from 
the Scripture, or Gods law (for this very eleion of 
mans w ill, is the proper formeof aCtuall finne) theſe 
outward volawfull aRiGs of ours, are but the expreſ- 
ons or maniſeſationsor fruits or effeds of ſinne, ſin 
Poge rly they are not which hath her reſidence, and 
, 1hefion in the ſoule itſelfe, and paſſerh forth of ic 
= 3 D 2 only 
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only thetinure and enidence & name of finne they 
carry with them, becauſe they iflue from a finfull de- 
termination of the will, and are no whit further ſinful! 
then they are voluntary, Seeing rherefore ſinnce con- 
ſilteth eſpecially in the exorbitance of the will, they 
thatare only winiſters of anothers exorbitant wil), 
are only miniſters of another mans ſinne , which fo 
farre only becommeth their ow:.c ſfinne, as thicir 
owne will concurreth therevnto, The ſervant there- 
fore docing that worke onthe Sabaoth day in obe- 
diencc to his Maſter, which of 14s owne will and cle- 
&tion he would not doe,althuugh the worke where 
by the commandement of Godis rranſgrefled, be in 

ſome ſorthis, yet the tranſgrefſton is none of his, but 
his Maſters, that exacedthe worke, ſo that although 
| the worke as yatwrally conſidered be the ſervants,yet 
morally it is the Malters; The labour of it is the ſer- 
vants, but the ſinne of it is the Maſters: for the finne 
15not the ſeruants obedience to the Maſters com- 
mandment,burt in the Maſters diſobedicnce to Gods 
commandement, which hath indeede prohibited the 
worke of ſeruants 1n the Sabaoth, bur yetthe prohibi. 
7i0n 15 11mpoſed, and directed to their Maſters not to 
them, whoare only miniſters, not authors of their 
owne labours; now inthe imputation of finne, diffe- 
rencc 15 to be made bertwixt the authors and the w11n- 
fters. Betwixtthe principall, & 2nj?rumentall agents. 
Foris itthe ſinneot the eye when it beholdeth vanity, 
and of the tongue whenit is looſe to blafpheame. 
{hander, ly, or of the hand when it is firetched forth 
ro 
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to firike, and ſhed blood? They may be tearmed the 
{inncs of theſe members I contefle, ' becauſe in theſe 
tnncs,thele members are abuſed, but are theſe workes 
propcrly the {innes of theſe inſtruments, or ol thedil- 
lolute minde; of thoſe ſubordinate Miniſters, and fer- 
vants ofthe ſoule, that performe their naturall obed!- 
ence; or of the inordinate foule herſclic rhat nul- 


70ucrneth them? But you may obie&t, that thefe are OvicQion, 


naturall infiruments, in the workes of the ſoule, and 
conteric only power, but the ſeruant 15a veluntary 
in{irument in the workes of his Maſter and confer- 
reth alſo will:Tanſwere; he conterreth will indeede 
ihe bea goodferuant, by reaſon of rhe obligation ot 
obedience wherein he ſtandethto his Maſter,bur yer 
10tabſolute but conditionall will: not the ſelle ele- 
ction, but only the obedience and yeelding of his 
wil; and that onely asitis his maſters worke: noras it 
15s his Maſters finne; for the worke on the Sabaoth, 
hauing ſinne annexed to it,&1o being a ſinfullworke, 
the ſervant and the Maſter muſt diuide itberwixt 
them: the worke is the ſeruants, and the ſinne is the 
maſters, for the ſeruant doth but his duty, in obeying 


his Maſters commandement, but the Maſter tran(-- 


ereficth his, in diſobeying Gods comandement,tou- 
ching his ſeruants ceaſing from that labour: Bur ſee- 
ing I haue begunne to obiect I will proceede a little 
farther in that courſe, both the more euidently to de- 
clare my meaning leaſt it be obnoxious to calumni- 
ation, andalſo to reſolue the obieRtions that may 
be produced againſt ſeruants obedience reuching 
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5t0 fhnde tem, ati xd my le IT It) ' A 1 lot %, It's; Y em, 
Fob firft, it ſecmes that ſervants arc touching this 
commandementin| better CONN I01 then other men: 


| tfby their workes on the Sabaotiy they tranſprefle it 
| not: andtranſereſle it they doe not it it be not imBo- 
ſed on them, but only on their Maſters, Touching 

them I anſivere thatthe workes of ſervants are of 
| rwo ſorts, ſome proceeding from themas they are 


ſcruants that is vpon their Matters commandement- 


| others proceeding trom their owne eleion : vnto 
Which namely not by any commandement ot their 
| Maſters, but by the way of their ownedctues they 


are carried, Ot the firſt ſort of workes they arc only 
Miniſtcrs, of the ſecond they are authors, And tou- 

ching this ſecond ſort I conteſle(although of the for- 
mer it be farre otherwiſe) both that ſeruants haue a 


leverall obligation of their owne, &.that their tran{- 


greſſion and ſinne 1s ſeuerall, & therefore that them- 


 lelucs are bound to anſwere ir to the inſtice of God, 
but whether the ſinne of theſe ſecond workes, be pe- 


cul:arly the ſeruants, or that the Maſter allo partict- 
pate with the ſeruantin that guiltineſle, It may bea 
queſtion, for it they be done mcerely by the ſeruants 


election ( beſide the knowledge and contrary to the 


commandement of his Maſter)it ſeer 165 to be partt- 
cularly the ſervants ſinne, But ifthey be occaſioned 
by the Maſters negligence ten dorn he certainly par- 
ticipate 1n guiltineſle with his ſeruan: alrhough in a 
diucrſe ſort, for it is a ſine of commiſſion in the ſer- 
Van. 
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it Jo0i970 21 vnlayyfull at, anda finne of omiſſion 
1 the \{aiternceleRing his due care, becauſe by the 
p10c2piot Almi. hry God the Matter 15 bound not 
only is command his ſeruaat to worke, but to com- 

1120 him nor to worke on the Sabaoth day : well 

cn the workes which ſeruants doe on the Sabaoth 

day on their owne eleQion are condemned : the  - 

workes c:cy doe by obedience, are excnſed by their 

alters commandement; but what workes are fo ex- 
S cuſcd; Arc 1/2 No; bur brietiy all thoſe which while 
= they arc 2rtorined as by the Servants of men, they 
that doct!:cm are notimpeached for being the {cr- 
vants of God. That is to ſay the workes of labour 
out notthe workes of fza:tor to the firſt theyare obli- 
ed by the law ofatzos, but the ſecond are forbid- 
denthem by thelaw of God, not nakedly forbidden | 
as their labour on the Sabaoth is,but azrectly and 7- 
»2ediatly forbidden them, for it 1s cleare that all the 
other commandements being indifterently impoſed 
yithour either ſpecification or exception of any 
pcrſon wharfocuer, reſpect not any more one then a- 
nother: & therefore hold all men vnder an equall ob- 
ligation, and ſo was it altogether conuentent, becauſe 
they are no leſſe the ſecret lawes of nature, then the 
reucrled lawes of God. and no lefle written with the 
finger of God in the fleſhly tables of the heart, chen 
in the tables of ſtone, all of them forbidding thoſe 
tings that by their property and nature, or (as the 
$c:100lcmen fa y ) EX ſu0 genere,are CUI! s but the com*» 
mandement that forbiddetht feriule workes on the 


| Sabaoth 
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Sabaoth is ofa different ſort, firſt becaufe the ſervant 
1s, touching the matter which it forbiddeth (/2bowr) 
wholly ſubie& to another mans command : ſecondly / 
becauſe the commandement forbiddeth net the ſer- 
vant to worke but onely forbiddeth the Maſter his 
ſervants workez thirdly becauſe the thing it ſelfe 


namely ſervants labour, is not evill materially and ex * 
ſao genere, as the matters of the other negatiue com- ' 
mandements are: but only circumſtantially, becauſe 


its done vpon ſuch aday: for idolatry, blaſphemy, 
diſhonowing of Parents, mutther, adultery, thetr, # 
falſe teſtimony, coucting of that is other mens;which *' 
are the matter of other commandementsare euill in ' 
their owne nature; and therefore forbidden, becaule © 
they are cuill in their owne nature: Butto labour on # 


che Sabaoth is not by nature cvill, but therefore evill 


becauſe it is forbidden, So that the natiue ilneſle in 
the other, cauſeth the prohibicion, but che prohibitt. | 


on in this cauſeth the evill, for labouring on the ſea- | 
venth day z if God had not forbidden it had not 


beeneevillatall (no more then to labour onthe (ixc,) 
as not being interdiaed by any law of nature , as the 
matters of all the other commandements are for al- 
though the ſecret inſtin& ofnature teacheth all men, 
that ſometime is to be withdrawen from their bodily 
labvurs, and to be dedicated to the honour of God 


(which eucn theprophaneſt Gentiles, amidſt all che 


blind ſuperſtition, and darkeneſſc, wherewith they 
were _— ſome ſort did) appointing ſet times 
to be ſpent inſacrifice and devotion to their Idols, 


which 
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which they tooke for their Gods) yetto obſcrue one 
day in the number of. ſeauen, asa cerraine day of rhar 
number, and namely the ſeauenth in the ranke, or a 
whole day by the revolution of the Sunne, andwith 
that ſeuere exactneſle of reſtraining all workeſas was 
enioyned tothe Tewes) is but meerely ceremoniall, 
brought in by poſitiuelawz and isnot of the law of 
nature;For had that forme of keeping Sabaoth,beene 
a law ofnarure, then had it obliged the  Gewtz/es: as 
well as the /ewes, ſeeing they participate both equall 
in theſame nature: yet it did not ſo, butwas gluen to 


the //rae/ztes, tobe a ſpeciall marke of their ſeparati- Exod,zu, 13, 
on from the Gezt/les, and of their particular partici- =. 20.14, 


pation to God: neither ſhall wee 'finde cither in the Y 
writings of Heathen men (whereof ſome were in 
their kinde very religious) that any of them had ever 
any ſenſe of it, or in the records of Xoſes, that it was 
cuer obſerued by any ofthe holy Patriarches before it 
was pronounced in mount S/zaz: Burif it had beene 
alaw of nature her ſelfe,and ſo had obliged all the 
Patriarches; and as large as nature her ſelfe,, and fo 
obliged all the Gentiles; and had itnot beene as dura- 
ble, as naturetoo, and ſo obliged vs Chrii#;ans alſo? 
Certainely it had; for ifthat preciſe vacation and 
ſanRification of the Sabaoth day;, had conſiſted by 
the law ofnature, then mult it haue beene by the de- 
cice of all Divines immurable, and conſequently 
right grievous ſhould the finne of Chriſtians be, 
which now prophane- that day with ordinary 1a- 


bours, & chiefly theirs,which firſt tranſlared the cele- 
"ol bration 
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bration ofthar day, being the ſeauenth, to the firſt * 
day ofthe weeke; who yetare certainly ſuppoſed to 
be none other then the Apoſtles of our Saviour: 
To turne to the pointand'clearly to determine its 
the Maſter only is accountable vnto God, for the ſer. | 
vants worke done on the Sebaorh : but for what 
worke? Namely for all the workes of labour, but nor # 
for the workes offinne : and how for the workes of | 
labour? Namely, if he doethem notabſolurely,of * 
his owneeleQtion, but reſpeRiuely , as of obedience | 
to his Maſters command; for touching labours , ſer- / 
vants are directly obliged to their Maſters. But tou- 
ching ſinnes, themſelues are obliged immediatly to 
God. Therefore thoſe they may doe becauſe their ma- 
ſter commands them: theſe they may not doe ( al. '[ 
though commanded) becauſe God forbids them, | 
The ſervants then may not inany caſe, ſinne at the. 
commandement of any Maſter on earth: becauſe hee \ 
hath receiued immediatly a dire& commandement - 
ro the contrary, from his Maſter in heauen,”* For it is 
berter to obey God thenman, And there is no pro- 
portion berwixt the duties which they owe as ſer- 
vants co their Maſters according to the fleſh, And 
which they owe as Children to the father of ſpirits: or 
betwixtthe obligation wherein they ſtand 'to men, 
who haue power but ouer their bodies in limited ca- 
ſes, and thar for a ſeaſon, And that infinite obligati- 
on wherein they ſtand to him that is both creator & 
preleryer, andredecmer, & Indge of body and ſoules 
finne therefore they may nor, if their 34aFers com- 
: mand 
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mand them, becauſe Godhath forbidden them {not 
_ only forbidden I fay but forbidden itthem) Bur la- 

bour they may if their Maſters command them, be- 
cauſe God hath no way forbidden them that God | 
hath indeede forbidden the Maſters exaQting that 
worke on the Sabaothy bur he hath nor forbidden the 
Servants execution of that worke if it demanded or 
exacted: he hath reſtrained the Maſter from com- 
manding it, but hehath not reſtrained the ſeruants 
from obeying if it be commanded, for although I ac. 
knowledge : ſervants worke on the Sabaoth to 
imply ſiane : yet I fay it is notthe ſervants fault, And 
albeit T confi the commandement of God be tran(- 


greſſed and God diſobeyed by fuch workes on ine 


Sabacth, yer it is not the ſeruant that tra 
the commandement,it is not hethatdiſobeyeth God, 
For the queſtion is not the paſſewe ſenſe, whether 
God be diſpleaſed with theſe workes , bur of the 4- 
fige who diſpleaſerh him, The ng is confeſſed 
but the perſon is queſtioned. Confeſſed, that is, that 
thereis ſinne committed ja that worke, but queſtio- 
ned whoſe finne it is, For worke hauing relation both 
to the Maſter and to the ſcruant: to the Maſters com- 
manding and to the ſervants executing; I affirme that 
the worke is ſinfull only on the == 15gpt rk , not on 
the ſeruants, namely as it isancffeR of the Maſters 
command not as an effet of the ſeruants obedience, 
And the caſe ſeemescleare. The matter whereaboutr 
the ſeruants labour is, is the Maſters, So is the com- 
mand that ſets him to it- So is theawe and feare thar 
| E 2 keepes 


28 A treatiſe of the Sabavth. 


keepes him to ir, So is the profit that redoundeth of 
it, And aboue all the commandements of God where. | 
by that worke of the ſcruant is forbidden is giuen 
direQly to the Maſter. Andin che ſeruant all is con- 
trary.Itis nothis owne worke,!t proceedeth not from 
his owne will. His condition exacteth his obedience | 
about labonr, and aboueall God commands of ceal- ? 
ing from labour belongeth notto him, I meanc not | 
to him dire&ly, as the perſonto whom it is given,but 
only as the ſub/ec? or matter whereof it is giuen z "for 
he is one of them indeede, whoſe workes arc forbid- | 
den, butnot ofthem zo whom: it is forbigden, one of * 
whom but not to whomthe commandement was ime | 
poſed, But where the law was not impoſed , finne 
cannot be imputed feeing finne is nothing but the © 
cranſgreſſion 0! rhe Jaw; it is not therefore the ſer- * 
vants butthe'Maſters fine. ; 
Obieior, -But there isanother obieQion, for admit the ſer= © 
vants worke vpon the Sabaoth be the Maſters ſ nne, 
that impoſerh it, Is icnot ſinne to giue conſent and 
furtheranceto another mans finne? But this, ſervants * 
doe when they execute their Maſters commande- | 
ments, and conſequently it is valawfull ſo to yeeld, 
Jawfull thereforeit isto reſiſt and reie& ſuch coman- | 
dement, Tanſwere firlt touching the pointe of con. 
ſenting that in ſuch a worke is to be conſidered the 
| ſubRance and the qualzty, that is the worke it ſelte & 
' the ſinfulneſle ofit, ſeruants may conſenttoit, asit 
is their maſters works. not as itis their Maſters fi nne, 
for except theſe things be diſtinguiſhed, God bam: 
lelfe 
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ſelfe can no moreavoide the calumniation'of being 
the author,then pooreſervants of being the miniſters 
of ſinnes for that God concurreth with eutery man to 
every aftion wharſocuer, as touching the ſubſtance 
of the aQion, is our of all queſtion, fecing both all 
power whence aQtions iſſue are derived from him, 
and that no power can proceede into a& without his 


picſent aſſiſtance and operarion, but yerto rhe erzme, 
the fawitineſſe, the inordination,the wnlawſulneſſe of 


the ation (wherein the nature of finne doth jor ma- 
{ice conſiſt) he concurreth not. 'Bur' it wholly pro- 
ceederh from the infeftion'of the concupiſcence, 


wherewith the faculties of the foule are originally 


dcfiled,the ations thenifclues ifluing from the pow- 
crs,and the ſinfulneſle ofthe ations from the finful- 
nefle of the powers , like corrupt fireames flowing 
from filthier ſprings. 'It is not therefore 'cuery 'con- 


currence of the ſervants with the ' Maſter to'a ſinfull 


aQion which cauſeth the ſtaine | and imputation of 
ſinnevpon the ſervant: as whenhe 'conſenteth and 
concurreth only to the ation nortothefinne: name- 


ly likes and-approues it, ashis maſters worke, yet vi-* 
terly diſlikes it,as it is hismaſterceraiſgreffion, likes 


ofthe worke for the obligation of obedience, wherein 
(touching worke) he ſtanderh to ſerue his Maſter,and 
yet diſlikes of the'finne , forthe great obligation 
whereineuery one ſtanderth toward the honour of 
God, But yet { to an{were ſecondly tothe point of 
reſiſting) the ſeruant ought not for any diſlike or de- 

teſtation of the annexed ſinne, to reſiſt or reie& his 
E 3 Maſters. 
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other daies, And is it wiſdome in a feruant ro com- 


/ 
= 


Obic&, 
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Maſters commandement touching the worke: for in © 
obeying heisatmoſt bur the miniſter of another 
mans ſinne (and that as they ſay per accidence, name- + 
ly as itis annexed to ſuch a worke) but in reſiſting he 
is direQy the author of his owne ſinne, by with- - 
drawing his obedience about bodily ſeruice from ' 
him that is his Lord according tothe fleſh: cuen that 
obedicnce wherein both by his owne covenant and * 
the law of nations he ſtandeth bound vnto him, and © 
that without any exception of the Sabaoth more then 


mit himſelfe ſinne co prevent his Maſters ſfinne? That 
is to offend God himſelfe leaſt another man ſhould 
offend him; no not ſo , wee muſt not doe evill that 
good maycome thereon (eſpecially doe evill onr | 
{elues that anothers good may comeof it) rather wee 
muſt carry two eyesabout vs that while wee looke 
with oneto the end (that is to the glory of God), we _ 
looke with another co the means that they belaw- 
full and agreeable tothe will of God, and not diſho- 
nour him witch our ſfinfull aQions,while we would ho- _ 
nour him with our good intentions. But yet one ſeru- 
ple remaineth. hecaule every perſon that did any 
workeon the Sabaoth Gay, was by the law to be cat 
from his people, and to aye the death, every perion 
creſore, the ſervantas well as the maſter, I anſwwere 
chat the iudiciall commandement is to be vaderſiood 
of the ſame perſons to whom the moral] commande- 


 mentwas giuen; the commandement touching pu- 


niſhment of chem, to whom the commandement 


couching 
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the offence was impoſed: butI prooucd before, that 
the morall commandement was not impoſed to fer- 
vants as ſeruants , bue to them that. wereart liberty, 
All they therefore that did any worke on the Sa- 
baoth were to dy the death by the Iudiciall law: they 
I fay that did it: notthey that were made to. doe it; 
which were as well paſſiue as aQiue in doing of it; 
namely they that did it of eleion,as free that mighe 
_ obſtaine from worke and would not, not har es 
did it of iniunction and neceſſity , as feruants that 
would abftaine from worke and might not; whoſe 
condition was ſuch that they would not worke by 
their maſters direQtion, might be made to worke by 
their maſters compulſion, for a hard cafe it were if 
poore ſervants to whom no commandement to ceaſe 
from worke was giuen by Ged ; and yetmight be 
compelled to worke by men,ſhould dye for it,if they 
did ſoe worke. Ir is therefore tobe vnderſtood of 
them that worke willingly of themſclues or (as 4- 
thoys ) cauſe others to worke- (as maſters doe their 
ſervants) not ofthem who only (as miniſters) and a- 
gainſitheir wills are ſet to worke, And rather be- 
cauſe the worke ofthe ſervant (that I ſay which hee 
doth by the commandement of his maſter ro whom 
for matter of labour be is meerely ſubordinate) cuen 
reaſon and equity will interpret the-qhaſters worke, 
And certainly that God accounteth-it ſo, the decla- Pe 
ratio of that precept in atzothet place doth, make may onagts 
nifeſt, Sixe dates thow ſha't doe thy worke, aud the , 
ſeaventh day thou ſhalt reſt that thine 'Oxe and thine 
Aje 
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Aſſe, and thy Sonne,and thy Maide,cfc. may be re- © 
freſhed, tor is it not manifeſt that the ſervants worke * 
 tsaccounted the Maſters, ſeeing the reſt from the 
Maſters worke is the, refreſhing of the ſervants, the 
Maſter therefore who by the morall law was com- 
manded that his ſervants ſhould not worke on the ! 
| Sabaoth was by the 1udiciall to bee puniſhed with 
death, if the ſervant did worke that day by his com- ? 
mandement. - + pbk So 
And thus haue I proued my aſſertion, namely that 
the commandement ofthe Sabaoth was not giuen, 
nor fitto be giuento the ſervants chemſelues but to © 
their gouernours, both by arguments of reaſon which | 
15 the rule of men, and authority of Scriptures, which * 
is the rule of Chr;zFtans, and cannot finde any thing 
materiall in either of both that may reproue it:but yet 
if I ſhould admit (which I doubt you will neuer | 
proue) thatthe commandement was diredly giuen ' 
toſcrvants themſelues, as ſervants, and that they - 
mightlawfully diſobey their Maſters touching thoſe 
workes whereby the precept of the Sabaoth might 
' berranſgreſſed: yet haue I another exception againſ} 
yourdoatrine z namely for condemning every light 
worke (ſuch as inviting of gueſts,or fetching of wine 
froma neighbours houſe, or giuinga borſe proven- 
der)(fortheſe are the very in{tances which bred the 
queſtion) for tranſgreſſion of Gods commande- 
ments, forbidden on the Sabaorl:: no; it 1s not; the 
commandement importethno ſuch thing for it is nor 
[TwWy2] that is every worke, but [n758>4] that 
".-+,.7.1.188 
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is there forbidden,ehat is every ſervile worke, for ſuch 
the word [1585] properly doth import, and ſer- 
vile worke, by the interpretation of. the beſt diuines 
is accounted, either that which is attended withthe 
toile of the body, or at leaſt intended and direRed 
to lucre and gaine of riches , with ſome care of the 
minde, ſuch as mens ordinary worke is wont to bee 
on common daies. And that the worke there forbid- 
den hath a ſpeciall relation to the gaine of riches 'is 
the bercer apparct becauſe the ſame word [" TxSa) 
ſgnifieth (opes) as well as (opms) riches as well as 
worke, and not only where the commandement was 
pronounced (inthe 20 of Exodus) but whereſoeuer 
it is repeaced in the bookes ofthe law!, which is of= 
tentimes (and differently for other circumſtances) 
the ſame word [P8519] iseuer retained and never 
changed,not every worketherefore abſolutely, but e- 
very worke of ſuch a kinde, ogy conſiſting in toile 
and tending to gaine is reſtrained by the commande- 
ment, and is there not evident reaſon to vnderſtand 
it ſo? For ſceing the intendment of the precept is 
cleatly (inthe point of that daies vacation) that the 
body ſhould be refreſhed by abſtinence from labour, 
And (inthe point of ſancification of it) the mind 
{hould be refreſhed by attendance to ſpirituall exer- 
ciſe:it followeth maniteſily that if there be any workes 
thatreſoluenot the body and ſohinder not the re- 
freſhing ofit, nordiſſolue and alienate the minde 
fromthe ſervice of God, and meditation, of Godli- 
nefle, that theſe workes are not forbidden becauſe 
<=" neithe 
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neither the vacation which the commandement im- 
porteth, nor that ſanctification which it intendeth'|s 
impeached by them. : EH 
And if you will obieR chat euen very light workes 


are expreſſely forbidden inthe law, ſo that to kindle 


* fire on the ſabaoth day was valawſull, Imuſt anfwere 


2Luke,13,15. 


you that thar and ſome other were but ceremoniall * 
precepts not morall (and belonged to the curions 
obſervance of the commandement ) and therefore. 
obliged the Tewes and none elſe: for rhat ſuch light 
and labourleſſe workes on the Sabaoth were no tranſ- | 
preſſion at all of the morall commandement the pra- 
iſe of him whoſc every adion was our inftruftion, 
of him who was the giuer of the law as God,and the ' 
only keeper of it as man.will put all oue of queſtis, for 
had that exa& and extreame vacation on the Saba- 
oth beene required by Gods morall commande- 


ment, and ſo every light worke beene a tranſgreſſion 


of it, would not our Saujour hane repooucd the 
Tewes *forlooling their beaſts from the ſtaules, and 
leading them to water onthe Sabaoth day? Yet hee 
mentioneth, and reproues ie not (and thinke Sr by 
the way, he that condemned not bringing of beaſts 
to drinke, would not condemne bringing meat to. 
beaſts) orwonkd hehane (not ſnffered only) bur ex... 
cuſed the ÞpJucking of cares of corne, and rubbing 
out the graines onthe Sabaoth day as he did in his. 
diſciples?or wouldhe himſelfe <on the Sabaorh day 
haue tmade clay, and'anointed with it the eyes of the 
blinde> or would he haue commanded others to ar 
tuck 


AfYeati/e of the Sabarth, C7 
ſuch workes on the Sabaoth, as he did the imporenr 
man, whom he had healed, namely to 4 take vp his 
bed that day and depart? See then how this ſeuere 
preciſcnefle of yours agreeth withthe pratiſeand 
doftrine of our Saviour: who not only ſuffered theſe 
light workesto be done without reprehenſion, bur 
excuſed them; but did them himſelfe; but comman- 
_ dedothersto doe them: therefore in his iudgement 
who was the law giuer, and muſt be the Tudge of all 
. the finnes of menz they were no tranſgreſſhion of the 
commandement of the Sabaoth, 

For vaine it were toreply that Chriſt was Lord 


of the Sabaoth, and there a6. IS wich 
P 


the commandement at bis owne re: vaine'ir 
were ſay, for although he were Lord ofxghe Saba» 
| oth as God,being ſo the law giuer,yet was he fubjet 
to the commandement, as man, heingas the Apoſtle 
ſaith * made vader the law; far whatel{ciimporteth 
that kinde of ſpeech ( mad: vnder the law) but that 
he which by nature was notvnder the law, as being 
God, was yet made vnder the law as becomming 
man: which law firſt himſelfe pronounced: he came 
o fulfill, and ſecondly his Apoſiles that hee had ful- 
filled itin ehathe had no ſinne: but tranfprefſi- 
on ofthe law was ſinne, therefore inno fort he tranſ- 
ereffed the law, and it not only were (not) vaine in 
this manner toexculſe our yu omen 

ry hard & dangerous point, whenqueſtionis made 
our Saviours fulfill: 4" the law, toffy in this cafeto 
cherefigeof difpenſations : asifour Saujour that 
F 2 came 


d [ oh..8.9. 


x Galat, 44+ 
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came to ſatisfy for all our tranſgreſſions of the 1 aw, 
pc:tormed not the law himlelte, with ſuch perfect & 
exact 0vedience as might ankwere the juſitce of God, 
and tlieftrictreſlc of his commandements, but that 
ſomething muſt be helped or ſupplied by diſpenſa- 
tion, The cruth is therefore that our Saujours obedi- 
ence, anſwered exactly, and pertcaly ſatisfied the 
exigence of that, and all other commandements of 
Almighty Gcd, performine all to the vtmoſt that 
they required, "od therefore thoſe caſic and {lender 
workes, were no breaches of the commandement 
touching the Saboth, | 
Buclet that be admitted alſo; firſt that the com» 
mandement was mmmediatly giuen to feruants, Se- 
condly thatit was giuen touching the lighteſt degree 
of workes, Let ifervants bee the perſons, and thoſe 
workes the matter towhom,and of which the com- 
mandement was giuen, is your doctrine yet iuſtified 
hereby, and ſubie@ttono other reproofe? The per: 
ſons haue atforded me exceptions againſt it becauſe 
tne commandement was not giuen to ſeruants, And 
the matterbecau(c it was not impoſed touching that 
light ſort 0! workeszthe time alſo will \becauſc it ci- 
not be vaderſtoo0d of the Lords day ; for what day 
was it, of which the charge of vacation was ſo ſtrict. 
1 y giuen Was it not the ſeauenth day of the weeke? 
The ſcauenth faich the precept) is the Sabaoth of the 
Lord thy Gods/z it thou ſhalt doe x0 worke- And why 
the ſeauenth? Becauſe in ſixe daies the Lord finiſhed 
all the workes of creation, and refted the feauenth 


day 


day; therefore he ſantified the feauenth day, 8 what 
day is it whereof we queſtion? The Lords day? Inat's 
the fir{i day of the weeke, It is therefore the feauenth 
day of the wecke (the Sabaoth of the Jewes) not the 


firſt day of the weeke(theSabaorh of Chriſtians )thar 


was ſo ſtrictly by Gods commandement deſtined to 
relt. Therefore the workes done on the Sabaoth day 
are no tranſgreſſions of Gods commandements, But 
you will ſay the old Sabaoth isaboljſhed, and rhe ce- 
ſebration of ittranſlated to the firft day of the weeke. 


Tranſlated, by whom? By any conmandement of 


God? Where is 1t? The holy Scripture wee know t9 


be ſufficient; it containeth all the commandementsof 


God, whether of things to be done, or to be avoided, 


or to be belecued, Let me heare cither one precepr, 
one word of God out of the olde Teſtament that ir 


ſhould be tranſlated,or one precepr,one word of the 


ſonne of God, out of the new Teſtament, command- » 


ing it to be tranſſated', I ſay one word of any of his 
Apoſtles intimating that by Chriſts commandementr 
it was tranſlated, iris certaine that there is none. 
Therefore itis evident that the ſolemnity of the 
Lords day was noteſtabliſhed Iure divino, Not by 
any commandement of God, and conſequently that 
to worke on that day, 1s certainly no breach of any 
divine commandcwent, How then hath the firſt day 
of the weceke gained the celebration and ſolemnity to 
| becomethe Sabaorh of the Chriſtians? By the con+ 


ftitution ofthe Church, and only by that, yet of that 
molt ancient Church, I contefle that next followed: 


F 3 | the 
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'ObicM; 
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the aſcention of our redeemer, But yet all this is bur 

Tus humanumit is but the decree ofmen, which mu# 

notequall it ſelic with Gods commandement, and 

muſt be content with a lefle degree of authority and 

obligation then the commandement touching the 

Sabaoth, might challenge that was pronounced in the 

eares of men with the voice of Gog, and written in 
tables with the finger of God, What then doe I doubt 

of the iuſt aboliſhmeat of the 7ewes Sabaorh; no in 

no ſort; it is aboliſhed and that iuſtly I conſeſſe; yet 

not by any repeale ofany contrary decree; but only 

by expiration, becaule it is growen out of date; Ic 

Ex0d.31.13, Wasellabliſhed for a figne * of difference betwixt the 
people of God and the prophane nations, the /ewes 

and Genztles: but this difference is ccaſed, the parte- 

tion wall is broken downe, Jewes and Gertiles in 
| Chriſt are madeall one: all are become the people of 
Erect, 36-12. (od, the Sabaoth was (ſaith the Apoſile) a ſhadow 
*of things to come, whereof the body 1,45 in Chriſt, 
the body therefore being come, what thould the ſha- 

ColoT.s, 17. dow be expreſted? For was itthe ſhadow of Chriſt's 
reſting inthe graue that day® That # paf; or was it a 

ſhadow of reſi and liberty from the flauery of finne 

inthe kingdome of grace, that is obtarmed; or is ita 

ſhadow of the eternall reſt of the bleſſed in the king- 

dome of Glory? That # ſure to be obtained { Chiilt 

hath giuen lis word, and wee haue receiued the 

pledge of lus holy {pirit) Theſe things are ſhadowed 

in Sabaoth, And theſe things are already periorined 

in Chriſt, The fir## « paſt, the ſecond is preſent, the 


third 
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third is aſſured, The Sabaoth therefore that was the 
ſhadow of theſe things, when the things themſelues 
were come, vaniſhed of it ſelfe, But might nor the 
celebration of the Sabaoth, which thus ceated, bee 
juſtly tranſlated by.the Church to the firſt day otthe 
weeke? Yes certainly both might and was juſtly, For I 
confider that the generality, was ofthe morall law, of 
the law of nature, namely that men ſhould ſequeſter 
ſometime from worldly affaires , which they might 
dedicate to the honour of God, only the ſpeczalery, 
that is the limication and deſtygnement of that time, 
was the churches ordinance appointing firſt one cer- 
taine day, & that in relation of Chriſtian aſſemblies, 
namely that they might meere and pray, and praiſe 
God together with one voice in the __s 
And ſecondly defigning that one day to the fir{t day 
of the weeke, for ſome ſpeciall reaſons and remem- 
brances-. For firſt it was the day of Chrs/ts reſurrecti- 
on from the dead: Secondly it was the day ofthe ho- 
ly Ghoſts deſcention from Heauen to powre infinite 
graces vpon Chriſtians, The firſt ofthem tor our iu+ 
| ftificationas the Apolile ſpeaketh. The ſecond forthe 
# Aſandiification, and edification of the whole Church 
& (roomit ſome other reaſons of lefle importance)Jiuſt-.. 
= ly therefoxe was the conſecration of the Sabaoth 
= . tranſlated to that day, But what of that? VVhac if the 
*# <-onſecration ofthe Sabaoth was by the Church tranſ- 
ated to the firſt day ofthe weeke? Was therefore the 
:-ommandement ef God tranſlated” alſo? That that 
Jay ought to be obſerued vnderthe ſame obligation 


with: 
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with the Sabaoth?For ifthe commandement of God 
were not tranſlated by the Church, together with the | 
celebratiqn from the ſeauenth day to the firſt day, 
then is working on the firſt day no violation of Gads 
commandement; was the commandement of God 
then tranſlated from the Sabaoth to the Lords da ay 
by the decree of the Church? No: the Church did it 
not, let mee ſee thea&t- The Church could not doe 


it, let me ſee the authority : the Church could not 


tranſlate che commandementto the firſt day, which 
God himſelte had namely limited to the ſeaventh, 


For could the Church rake that Gods commande. 


ment which was not his commandement? Gods 
commandement was to reſt on the ſeauenth day and. 
worke onthe fir(t; therefore to reſt on the *firlt and 
worke on the ſcauenth was not his commandement: 
For doth the ſame commandement of God-enioyne 


both labourand reſt on the ſame day? Is there} faft 


and looſe in the ſame commandement with God? 
Thou fthalr worke on the firſt day ſaith that , and 
worke on the ſeaventh ſaith this, Can the Church 
make theſe the ſame commandement? But ſay the 
Church hath this incredible & vnconceivable power: 
Sav it may forbid to worke on the firſt day , by the 


 verrue of the very ſameprecept. That doth neither ex- 


preſly comand orlicenſe to watke on that day. Say 
that the Church of God may tranſlate the coiman- 


_ dement of God from one day to another at their 


leaſure, did they it therefore? I ſpake before of their 
authority whether they might doe it, I enquire now 


A Treatiſeof the Seharth ax 
of theaR, whether they did itz did the Church /I 
ſay) ever conſtitute, that the ſame obligation of Gods 
commandement which lay on the 7ewes, for keeping 
of the Sabaoth day ſhould be tranſlated and laid vp- 
on the Chriſtians forkeeping of the Lords day? Did 


the Church this, no no, they did it not; all che wit & 


learning in the World will not proue it, 
But you may obicR, if the old Sabaoth vaniſhed 


| and thecommandement of God was limited & fixed 
to that day only, then is oneof Gods commande- 


ments periſhed, I anſwere that the generality of that 


Obie, 


cothmandement to keepe a Sabaoth wherein God Sol. 


might be honouzed, was morall, But the ſpeciality of 


ir, namely to keepe, { 1) one day of feaven, (2) the 


ſeaventh, (3) one whole day, (4Jwith preciſe vacan- 


cy from all worke, were meerely ceremoniall:the ſpe- 
cialities then of the commandements are vaniſhed: 
Bur for the generality of it, it isalaw of nature, and 
remaineth, But, as the ſpeciality of that commande- 
ment implyeth plaine contradiion,with the ſabaarti- 
call of the Lords day, ſo the generality of it can en- 


force nothing for it, for theſe are miſerable conſe- 


quents, {indeede plaine fallacies ofthe conſequent) 


that God hath ſometime commanded vacancie, for 
his honour, therefore he hath commanded the firſt 


day of the weeke to be that time, or this, God hath 


* commanded vs ſome time to reſt, therefore that time 


we muſt preciſely abſtaine from all miner of workes: 
can the Church make theſe good conſequences? If 
it cannot, the celebration ofthe Lords day, can with 

(a2 no 
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 noenforcement of reaſon be deduced out of the mo- 
rality of Gods commandement,But if you will reply: 
that the Church hath eſtabliſhed the firſt day of the 
weeke to be the Chriſtians ſabaoth not by way of 
conſequence, as deducing it out of commandement 
bur meerely by authority, appropriating and fixing 

Gods morall commandement to it, you may ſay 
your pleaſure, bur I ſhall neither belecue, nor you 
proue thar ſuch authority belongs ro the Church : 
or that ſuch an a& hath beene eſtabliſhed by the 
Church: which 1am ſure you canneuer doe ncither 
of both, for ſecing that all divines acknowledge that 
the ſingling out of fuch a day ro be ſanQtified, namely 
the ſeauenth rather then any other was meerely cete- 
moniall, although it was Gods owne deſignation. 1 
hope that you will confeſlethe ſpeciall defignement 
of the firſt day ofthe wecke to that honour, before 
other daies, being made only by the Church, to bee 
alſo but cexemoniall, But certaine it is that no cere- 
monies, which come not ynder the obligation of 
Gods morall law , ſhould oblige tothe obſcruation 
of ceremonies, Therefore it will never confift wich. 
reaſon, that the morall law of God can by any au- 
thority of the Church oblige Chriſtians to the cele- 
bration of the Lords day. 

' Itis not therefore the tranſlation ofthe old com- 
mandement of God fromthe one day to the other 
which yet ifit were trariſſated) can oblige ſervants 
no otherwiſe then it did vnder the old law) but the 
inſtitution ofa new commandement, of the Chnrch 

her 
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ker {elfe (yet guided by the ſpiritof God)'i-that con- 
ſecrated that day to the ſolemne ſeruice of God;whar 
then doth not the conſtitution of the Church, for 
the celebration of the Lords day, binde equally the 


conſciences of men asthe old 'commandement did, 


for the celebration/of the Sabaoth> Binde it doth, 
but not equally: for the Church is no way equall vn- 
to God; the authority of itisleſſethen the authority 


of God, therefore is the obligation of the} Churches | 


ordinance, leflc then the obligation of Gods ordi- 
nance, But yet binde the conſcience it doth, and that 
firmely and cftecually (even the conſcience of every 
meinber of the Church) to trueand exact obedience. 
For he * that heareth net the Charchi no better then 
4x heathen or a publican. Andneuer was, Church on 
carthimore vndefiled then that that ordained that 
inſtiturion, He that deſpiſcth the Apoſtles of Chriſt 
deſpifeth Chriſt himſelte,and the Apoſtles were go- 
vernours of that Church: for acknowledged it is that 
the celebration of the Lords day, was the ordinance 
of that Church and of thoſe gouernours.| Therefore 
it is ſure that that ordinance doth oblige the conſci- 
ence of every Chriſtian man; but if you aske me how 


farre doth that conſtitution of the Church oblige the 


conſcience? I an{wereyouasfarreas it doth com- 


mand, /you will defire no more) further it cannot: - 


[t cannot oblige further, then it doth ordaine; it can- 
not bind the conſcience for guiltineſſe, further then 
it doth for obedience; becauſeall guiltinefſe doth 
preſuppoſe diſobedienceznow that the Church or- 

G 2 dained 


Mac,18,17. 
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dained folemne aſſemblies of Chriſtians, to be cele- 
brated that day to the honour of God, and inthem: 
the invocation of Gods holy name, thankeſgiuing, 
hearing of the holy Scriptures and recetuing o! the 
Sacraments, is not denied; Itis out of queſtion, ali 


_ antiquity affordeth plentifull remembrance of it, Bur 


that it mioyneth that ſevere & exact vacation, fro all 
workes on the Lords day,which the commandeiment 
of God required in the ewes Sabaoth,you will never - 
proue. Itreliſheth too much of the 7ewzſh ceremo- 
nics, to be proued by Chriſtian divinity, For this 15 


' noproofe of it, that the Lords day is ſucceeded in 


place of the Sabaoth. Or as ſome diuines tearme tt, 
as the heyre of the Sabaoth, Ir is Iſay no proofe at 
all, (except it were eſtabliſhed by the ſame authority, 
and the obſervance ofit,charged with the ſame firit- 
neſle of commandement) for if it ſucceedethe fſabaoth 
in place, muſtit therefore ſucceed in equall preciſe- 


_ neſſe of obſeruation?{/Soifthe Pope ſucceedeth Pe- 


ter in place, muſt he therefore ſucceede him in equa« 
lity ofpower?) the Lords day therefore ſucceedeth 


_ rhe Sabaothin the point of ſantification, for cele- 
| bration oftheaſſemblies, forthe Church hath pre- 


cilely commanded that, but not in the point of exat 
and extreame vacation, from every kinde of worke, 
for that the Church hath not commanded: and ſo al- 
though the Lords day may well be tearmed the heire 
ofthe Sabaoth, yet is it notex ae heres as the civill 


lawyers ſpeake. It inheriteth not the whole right of 


the Sabaorth, for that right and prerogatiue of the Sa- 
of; _ oth 
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oth was not giuen to the Sabaorh and its heres; it 
it was no fee ſimple (andif I may ſpeake in the law- 
yers {lile ) 1t was only a tenure tor tearme of life: 
namely during the life of the ceremoniall law, whicl! 
life ended in the death of our Saviour, This reafon 
therefore of the ſucceſſion of the Lords day in place 
of the Sabaoth is no reaſon. Any other reaſon beſides 
this or elſe authority which I might in your behalte 
obic& to my lelte, 1 know none worthy mentioning; 


for the commandement of GodasI haue proved is 


not of this day, The commandement ofthe Church 
is of this day, but not of theſe workes , neither will 


all the hiſtories of the ancientChurch,nor cannons of 


the ancient councells, nor any other monuments or 
regiſters ofanriquity afford you (as I am certainly 
perſivaded ſearch them ascuriouſly as you can) re- 


general! reſtraint of workes on the Lords day; you 
may finde I know in ſome of the ancient Fathers 


| . much ſounding the prerogatiue of that . day: as that 
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it was 4 holy day in * Euſebius: a day of Chriitian af- 
ſemblies in * Tuſtin Martyrianda day of reioyeing 1n 
# Tertullian:a feftivall aay in* _—_ and ſome 
more of thelike, but doth any ofall theſe imporr or 
imply a generall reſtraint?a defiſtice from all worke? 
No, they doe not; neither ſhall you finde in theſe, 


nor in any other records of antiquity any conſlituti- 


_ cord ofany ſuch conſtitution ofthe Church for the 


* Hiſt, Fecle? 
lib.4.cap,zz, 
* Apolog.z, 

" Apologe, 
Cap,16, 

* Epi, ad mag. 


ons of the Apoſtles; and of thefirſt Churchextantto 


;- Hauccfictzno nor any relation or remembrance 


that ſuch a conſiitution had ever beene made by them 
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nay I finde cleare evidence to the contrary , for 


' would Conſtantine the Great (that moſt holy Em- 


perour and the beſi nurſing Father of Chriſtian religt- | 
on that ever Prince was)would he I ſay haue licenſed 
by his decree, the country people treely (/ibere /ci- 
#e4, are the words of the conſtitution) to attend their 
ſowing of graine, ſerting'ot vines, and other husban. 
dry on FW, pus day , if thoſe workes had beene 
forbidden by the commandement of God. or de- 
cree of the Apoſiles, and firſt Church? Or would 
the Fathers in the councell of Zaodices (one of the. 
moſt ancient & approued councells of the Church) 
entoyne the vacancy of the Lords day with this 
condition; And if men can? Certainly ſervants full 
ill can if they bee conſtrained by their Maſters to 
worke: would they I ſay haue added ſuch a conditi- 
on, had it becne ſimply vnlawtull, for all forts of peo- 
ple by the ancient ſanctification of the firſt Church 


t0 doe any worke that day? It appeareth therefore 


that there were no ſuch vniverſall conſtitutions of the 
Church, The aQuuall forbearing of all workes by 
ſome Chriſtians that day I ſtand not on: nor on the 
exhorcations of ſome ancient Fathers to that pur- 
poſc, ſome remembrances of both are to be found I. 
know, but theſe are particular examples,and perſwa- 
ſions; conſiitutions of the Church they are not edicts 
of ſundry Princes likewiſe, and decrees of ſome pro- 
vinciall councells are extant TI confefſe tn record to 
the ſame effe, and thoſe are conſtitutions indeede 
but partly, not ofthe Church, partly nor vniverſall, 

nor 


A treat:ſe of the Sabaoth, 47 
nor very ancient, and therefore are no ſanctions to 
oblige the whole Church, which beſide the law of 
God and decrees of the Apoſtles (towhomthe go- 
verment of the whole Church by our Saviour iwas 
committed) and the canons of the vniverſall Synods 
no politiue conſtitutioncan doe, What then? Would 
I ſet atliberty that euery man may freely prophane 
the Lords day with extraordinary Jabour> No,[T . 
would not, I confeſle it is meete Chriſtians ſhould 
abandon all worldly affairesthat day- and dedicate 
it vholly ro the honour of God , that Chriſtians 
ſhould not be lefle devout & religious in celebrating 
of the Lords day, then the /ewes were in celebrating 
of there Sabaoth,for the obligation ofourthankfulnes 
'0 God is morethen theirs, although the'obligation 
of his commandement to vs'in that behaltfe (is leſle; 
Mecte it is I ſay. And wiſh with all my heartit were 
moſt religiouſly performed cuen with all abſtinence 
!rom worldly affaires, and all attendance to Godly 
devotion, But yet notwithſtanding I deny thattoge- 
ther with the inſtitution ofthe Lords day there was 
any ſuch conſtitutio of theChurch eſtabliſhed where- 
by men were obliged to the ſtrict deſfiſting from all 
worke, But what doth the honour of God then ſtand 
at the courteſje of man to prophanethat day /(if they 
liſt) with workeat their pleaſure? Not ſo, for beſide 


& checonfiitutions of ſome ancient councells both the 


edicts of Chriſtian Princes haue every where reſtrai- 
ncd that prophanation: neither of which {for mat- 
1215 tatfall vnder their power) can bee [tranſgrefſed. 
; | without 
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without ſinne and diſobedience tro God, whoſe com- 
 mandements although not direQly yer reduginely) 


thoſe conſtitutions are: for God hath commanded 
all inen to honour their Parents (the parents of their 
country) ſtand in the firſtranke- The ſonne of God 
hath commanded all Chriſtians to hearc the Church, 
and that ynder forfeiture of communion of Saints, 
but they that deſpiſe the Canons of the Church, or 
edicts of the Prince, heare not the one , honour not 
the other, therefore they that tranſgreſle either of 
theſe conſiitutions, tranſgreſſe allo Conſequently I 
ſay though not immediatly the commandements of 
God, but yet neither of them both /to come neare 
home) are tranſgreſſed by ſervants it they worke by 
their Maſters commiſſion, and not of their owne ele- 
&tion, for neither doth the one law or the other giue 
Hberty and warrant to Servants to be rebellious to 
their Maſters touching point of ſervice, that day 
more then others, But ia forbidding of worke , firſt 
they intend not your preciſe abſtinence from any 


light andlabourlefle worke as both the cenſure of the 


Church, and iudgement of temporall Magiſtrats 


make manifeſt, which neuer rooke hold on any man 


for ſuch manner of wotkes, And ſecondly .they pur- 
poſe to forbid the Maſters commanding or allowing 
of worke and notthe ſervants obeying if he be com- 
manded; tor the law is intended and taketh hold of 
them that haue the liberty and power to keepe it, yot 
of them that haue not, but are meerely vader the 


_ powerand diſpoſition of another man, wherefore it 


{ervants 
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Servants worke on the: Lords day, of their owne 
choice, it is their owne ſinne, but if their Maſters com- 
mand,it is their maſters fiane- And he ſtandeth bound 
co anſwere the law, no warrant therefore, nor incou- 
rageient hauc ſervants by any of theſe Jawes, to re- 
iect their commandementscouching matter of worke 
or ſervice on the Sabaoth or any other day, =@_ 
And isnot this more agreeable to the doctrine of 
tic holy Apoſtles of our Saviour, every where deli- 
vered touching ſervants? Doe they not often, and 
with exceeding carneſtnes command and exhorrt 
thcm to obedience, no where permitting- them any 
point of liberty, and that without exception of Ma- 
jicr, of labour, or of time? for (that we may takea ve- 
ry ſhort view of their dodrine touching ſervants 0- 
bedience) what maſters are they tro whom fervants 
ought to be obedient? [»fidells and beleeners ſaith 
Paul \. Tim.6,1.2, Covetous and froward laith Peter 
7. Pef.2.18. that is, even to all, obedient to all. How? 
{nwhar ſort? From the hear t ſaith the Apoſtle, Collo/. 
2.2 3.11 ſinglcneſſe of heart a3 vnto Chriſt in another 
place: Ephe/.6.5 , without any replying, not ſo much 
as anſwerims azaine.lna third Ti#w.3.9, That is in all 
rcadinefſe and humility, obedient to all in ſuch fort: 
how farrc? In what points? Even in all things : ſer- 
wants be obedient to your Mafters in all things, Colo. 
2.22, pleaſe them in all things, Titus.2,9.1thinke them 
worthy of all honour. 1.7T;7.6.1. [nall things? Yea in 
all things belonging to the condition of Servants; 
that 1s inall ſervice, in all Jabour which 1s the proper 
H _ character 
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charaRer of all ſervants, and {obedient to them in all 
things) why ? That the name of God and his dodtrine 
be not evill ſpokes of, 1.Tzm.6.1. which two laſt points 
otthe Apoltles doctrine rouching fervants obedi- 
ence I would adviſe you Sr ſpecially to conſider, for 
whereas it is out of queſtion , that infidells exacted 
workes of their Chriltian ſervants ( as inthe begin- 
ning-ofthe Church many belceuing ſeruants had vn- 
belecuing maſters) on the Lords day no lefle then 0- 
thers; if their yeelding to that exaQiing of their Ma- 
ſters had beene ſinne; would he haue commanded 
them to obey their Maſters in all things? And to 
pleaſe them in all things without excepting of any 
day or ofany labour?For that heathen Maſters would 
cxaQ of Chriſtian ſervants their ordinary labour and 
ſervice on the Lords day as well as on others you 
haue no reaſon to doubr, except you thinke that hea- 
then men would tender and reſpe& more the, religi- 
on of their Seruants (that religion which themſclues 
eſteemed to be ſuperſtition 8&; folly ) then their owne 
profit, And then if Chriſtian ſeruants ſhould haue 
withdrawen their obedience that day reieing and 
reſiſting, their Maſters commandewents, whereas 
x vabelceuing ſervants willingly obeyed them, 
and{aboured for their profit, had they not cauſed 
the name of God which they worſhipped to be blaſ- 
pheamedand the doctrine which they profeſſed to 
be evill ſpoken of? (which was the point ofthe Apo- 
91g gk eſpecially remembred you of) That 
God 1 ſay which commanded and that doctrine 
; which 
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which inſtructed ſervants to diſabey their Maſters, 8 
by depriving them of theirſeruice cauſed their hin- 
drance? The Apoſtle knew full well this was not the 
way to propagatethe Goſpell, and enlargethe king- 
dome of Chritt,he knew it was Chriſtian meekenes8: 
obedience, & humility, & patiencethat muſt doe it:& 
therefore he commanderh Chriſtian ſervants to giue 
their Maſters ail honour,to obey thE in all things , 8 
to pleaſe the inallthings that ſo their Maſters ſeeing 
them more ſerviceable 8 prohtable ſervants, & with- 
all more vertuous then others were,might ſooner be 
{/rawen tolike of thereligion thatmade them ſuch. 
wheras the cotrary would haue bin manifeſtly a ſcan- 
dall,and grievous impeachmentto the propagation of 
the goſpell,& defamed it, tor a doctrine of contumacy 
and diſobedience, and for a ſeminary (as it were) of 
diſturbance and ſedition of families and common- 
wealths. And not only alienated the affections of 
Maſters from their Chriſtian ſervants: but inflamed 
a]l men with indignation & hatred againſt the Chri- 
tian religion and the profeſſors of it, Such therefore 
evidently is the importance and inteadment of rhe 
Avoltles doctrine (as vnpartiall men whom preiu- 
dice or ſelfe-conceipt leads not away, may ſoone dif. 
cerneJvery tarre differing from this doctrine of yours. 
Touching which pointof the Apoſiles inſtruction 
 giuen to ſervants for this cffetuall and generall obe- 
dience, you will not reply (Thope) as ſome haue 
done; that at firſt indeede it was permitted for the 
z00d of the Church leaſt the increaſe ofit, and pro- 
Hz; ——_— 
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ceeding ofthe Goſpell ſhould be hiridred by offence 
given tothe Gentiles- For would that haue beeve 
permitted if it had beene vnlawfull? Or could the 
Church of God be increaſed by the ſinnes of men? 
His Church increaſed by that whereby himſelfe was 
diſhonoured? Or would the Apoſtles hauc permirted 
men to {inne (as now leſuits doe) for the good of the 
Church (nay exhorted and commanded to it) who 
had himſelfe expreſly taught that wee muſt nor doe 
evill that good may come of it, No neither of both 
can be, becauſe cicher of both were a ſtaine, and de- 
rogation to the righreouſneſle of God: the intention 
therefore of the Apoſiles was ſimple , without all 
tricks of policy to teach ſervants all exact and entire 
obedience tothicir Maſters, touching all workes that 
belong to the duty of ſervants, namely that were in 
them(clues honeſt and lawfull without excepting of 
any day, Neither ſhall you finde [as I am verily per- 
ſwaded and [ ſpeake not at randome)itall the mon1- 
ments of antiquity be ſearched through either the 
practife of Chriſtian feruants,or the doctrine of Chrt- 
ian preachers to haue becne any other, I ſay you 
{hall not finde any remebrance in the ancient Church 
(it youſearcli the bookes of hiſtories) that it was the 
cuſtome ot Chriſtian ſeruants to withdraw thcir 0- 
bedience from their Maſters on. the Lords day , no 
(it you ſearch the bookes of doctrine) that ever any 
Father or tcacher of the Church ſo perlwaded or in- 
ſiruedthem: no, nor yet it you adde to them the 
Heathen w raersallo, thatlined in the age of the _ 
cient Church, and whereof diverſe were tharpe and. 


bitter enemies to the Chriſtian religion, and apt to 
= rake 
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take cvery advantage to calumniate and diſgrace it 
(ſuch as Lectan, Porphyrie, Iulian, Libanins, Eunapi- 
: and others were) you ſhall never finde the detra- 
tion of ſervants obedience, obiected ro Chriſtians; 
And certainly ifin all antiquity, no hiſtory be found 
to record ir, no father to perſwade it, no enemy to- 
obicct it, it may well ſeeme evident that this docrine 
of feruants withdrawing obedience from their ma- 
ſters,for worke on the Lords day was neither taught 
nor practiſed in the ancient Church, 
And therefore S* to draw to an end (for I grow 
weary,& haue alrcady both dulled my penneand my 
{elfe)T would adviſe you in the name of 7c/us Chriff, 
whoſe Miniſter youare & whoſe worke you haue in 
hand,to examine this doctrine of yours, what founda- 
tion it inay haue inthe word of God & what cfteQt in 
the Church of God;lcaſt the foundation happily be 
your owne phantaſie not Gods word & the effect 
proue the poyſoning not the noriſhing ofthe church, 
I know $, you are not the firſt char ſer this doQArine a- 
broach,nor the only man that drawes of the veſſel!, 
although few draw ſo freely as you, But I would ad- 
viſe you (ir in the name of Ged to beware betimes & 
draw not toodeepe.lt isall nought,itreliſheth alrca- 
dy with them that haue good taſts, like the water of 
AMareh, Tt willproue like that of 24er#bah alittle 
lower & it you happe to draw tothe botrome you 
vill finde the dreggs to be nothing but dilturbance 
and ſedition both in Church and Commomvealth, 
But | ſay in the beginning, I would neither cen- 
{ure hor Civine of the evill confequence of this 
DoGtine : ler them cenſure (it they will ) to 
whom: 
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to whom the goverment of the Church and Com- 
monwealth, and proviſion of peace imboth doth be. 
long. And to divine (me thinkes) there is little neede; 
the events are too evident euen to meane forcſights 
already to require divination:for who (when he ſecth 
that ſeede ſowen) doubts what graine will Þ= reaped 
in heavineſſe? [ will theretore neither cenſure nor di- 
vine of the fruits of your doGrine, but omit both and 
make an end. Ifthe reaſons which I haue produced 
againſt your opinion ſatifie noryou, you may doc 
well to ſatiffie them. And toeſtabliſh your doctrine 
with better. Itis the part of Chriſts miniſter, to giue 
a reaſon of his doctrine when it is called in queſtion, 
and accuſed of novelty and of ſinfull conſequence, as 
I accuſe yours: and if you take me tobe in an crrour 
and bee able to retorme it, it 1s your duty to doe it, 
If your brothers beaſt went a ſtray, you were to 1e- 
duce it homeby Moſes law. Chrefts law will leſle 
ſuffer you, to ſee your brother goe aſtray and not 
'reſtore him. Wherefore if yon be aſſured that your 
doctrine is truly Chriſtian and be able to wſlify it; 


you are bound to doe 1t. 


* 


The faith you oweto Chriſt, whoſe miniſter you 
are, the charity you owe to Chriſtians, whoſe pa- 
ſtor or door you are,exact it of you,and I eſpecially 
chalenge it, that hauefelr my ſelfe ſpecially greeued, 
and (as I thinke) wronged by occalion of it, 1 looke 
therefore you ſhould both anſwere my arguments, 
if they perſwade you not, and produce berter to per- 
fwade me; but firſt in your anſwers, I muſt intreat 
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vou to deale with me (as I would with you) honeſtly 
and ingeniouſly, and without either perverting ot 
ſhifting of any argumentsto anſwere direQtly to the 
force of them, And ſecondly in your reaſons to let 
me haue as few words as you will, but dire and ma- 
terial arguments; For if they be light and haue but 
{mall force, they will not moue me. If ſophiſticall 8 
have butſeeming force,I ſhall eſpy the deceit, I thinke 
and be able to diſcerne betwixta viſard and a viſage; 
both the one ſort and the other of ſuch arguments 
will but prejudice your cauſe with me, & were better 
kept for ſome other diſciple; but if you finde your 
ſelfe not able to eſtabliſh and iuſtify this doctrine 
wherewith I rake my poore kinſman to haue beene 
corrupted, then I challenge youas you will anſwere 
it aethe judgementſcat of almighty God when your 
- accounting day ſhall come, to repaire the ruine you 
haue made in his conſcience, and { remoouing his 
ſcandall which hindreth him in his vocation) to eſta- 
bliſh him in his former obedience to his Maſter, So 
fare you well; andthe ſpirit oftruth bee with you. 
May16.1617. 


As Greſham houſe rn London. 


